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This draft environmental impact statement analyzes the environmental impacts of the
proposed action to lower the water surface elevation for Banks Lake from 1565 feet to 1560
feet in August of each year.

The Action Alternative describes the resource conditions that would occur with Banks Lake
surface elevations between 1570 feet and 1560 feet, while the No Action Alternative
describes the conditions that would occur without the proposed action, surface elevation
between 1570 feet and 1565 feet. Both the No Action and Action Alternatives include four
potential operational scenarios that could occur within their respective ranges. The Action
Alternative includes refilling the reservoir to elevation 1565 feet, beginning September 1 and
ending no later than September 10.

The draft environmental impact statement provides Reclamation’s determination that the
Action Alternative “may affect but is not likely to adversely affect” the federally listed bald
eagle (Haliaeetus lencocephalus) and would have no effect on the federally listed pygmy rabbit
(Brachylagus idaboensis) or Ute ladies’-tresses (Spiranthes diluvialis). Reclamation’s determination
will be provided to the U.S. Department of the Interior’s Fish and Wildlife Service as part of
the informal consultation process in compliance with section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered
Species Act of 1973 as amended and codified in 50 CFR 402.

This analysis is being done in compliance with Action 31 of the Reasonable and Prudent
Alternative under the December 2000 Biological Opinion issued by the National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFES) for operation of the Federal Columbia River Power System.
Therefore, additional ESA consultation with NMFES is not necessary.
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